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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
Responsive to Amendment received on August 19, 2005. Claims 10 and 13 have been amended. 
Claims 1-20 remain pending further examination. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed August 19, 2005 have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. It is unclear how the system addresses an "interface diversity problem". Merely 
stating that a system addresses a problem and not clearly explaining how renders tlie claim vague 
and indefinite. Examiner advises the Applicant to delete the limitation "to address an interface 
diversity problem " from claim 1 5 or amended the claim to further explain in detail how the 
interface diversity problem is addressed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b) 5 by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-4 and 6-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kapil et 
al (U.S. Patent No. 6,941,345) 

6. As per claim 1, Kapil et al teach a method for enabling communication between a first 
agent in a first domain and a second agent in a second domain, the first domain having a first 
domain coordinator and a first domain service bus and the second domain having a second 
domain coordinator and a second domain service bus (Figure 1), the method comprising: 

a) registering the first domain coordinator with the second domain service bus 
without registering the first agent (column 3, lines 10-30, column 4, lines 29-50; 
service providers of different communities communicate to achieve messaging 
without the need for a client in one community to register at another 
community's service provider); and 

b) providing communication between the second agent and the first agent via the 
second domain service bus, the first domain service bus and the first domain 
coordinator (column 4, lines 50-55). 
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7. As per claim 2, Kapil et al teach: 

i) providing a client-side interface for a send-message service that can be 
employed by other agents in a different domain to communicate with the first 
agent (column 8, lines 48-67); and 

ii) employing the client-side interface for the send-message service to facilitate 
communication between the second agent and the first agent (column 8, lines 48- 
67). 

8. As per claim 3, Kapil et al teach: 

i) directing a message from the second agent to the first domain coordinator, 
which serves as a point of presence for the first agent (column 4, lines 50-55, column 3, lines 
10-31); 

ii) the first domain coordinator receiving the message and forwarding the message to 
the first agent (column 5, lines 40-55). 

9. As per claim 4, Kapil et al teach wherein the first domain coordinator is a 
point-of-presence for communication directed to the first agent by agents external to the first 
domain (column 3, 10-30, column 4, lines 50-55). 

10. As per claim 6, Kapil et al teach wherein the second domain service bus is an HTTP 
service bus (column 3, lines 32-40). 
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11. As per claim 7, Kapil et al teach wherein the second domain service bus provides one or 
more of dynamic firewall transversal services, access control services, security services, billing 
services, authentication services, authorization services, or other predefined infrastructure 
services (column 5, lines 37-55). 

12. As per claim 8, Kapil et al teach wherein the coordinator provides one or more of naming 
services, resource directory services, or send-messages service (column 8, lines 48-67). 

13. As per claim 9, Kapil et al teach: 

invoking the send-message service, wherein the send-message service is provided by 
the second domain service bus (column 8, lines 48-67); and 

employing a local naming service to forward the message to the first agent (column 5, 
lines 37-55). 

14. As per claim 10, Kapil et al teach wherein invoking the send message service comprises 
specifying a domain name and receiver agent name (column 8, lines 33-67, column 4, lines 50- 
55). 

15. As per claim 11, Kapil et al teach wherein the first agent and the second agent 
communicate in a publish and subscribe mode (column 1, lines 30-50, column 3, lines 40-62). 
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16. As per claim 12, Kapil et al teach wherein the first domain is a first enterprise and the 
second domain is a second enterprise (column 3, lines 3-8, Figure 1). 

17. As per claim 13, Kapil et al teach a system for enabling communication between agents 
in different domains comprising: 

a) a first domain service bus in a first domain and a second domain service bus in 
a second domain for providing infrastructure services (Figure 1); 

b) a first domain coordinator in a the first domain having a send-message service 
that is registered with the second domain service bus without having the first 
agent registered with the second domain service bus (column 3, lines 10-30, 
column 4, lines 29-50; service providers of different communities 
communicate to achieve messaging without the need for a client in one 
community to register at another community's service provider); and 

e) a first agent in the first domain and a second agent in the second domain, 

wherein the second agent sends a message directed to the first agent by employing 
the send-message service of the first domain coordinator (column 8, lines 48-67), 
wherein the first domain coordinator provides a point-of-presence gateway for 
receiving messages directed to the first agent and forwarding the message to the 
first agent (column 4, lines 50-55, column 3, lines 10-31). 
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18. As per claim 14, Kapil et al teach delivering messages between agents based on service 
invocation and the infrastructure services, and wherein the system does not require a centralized 
coordinator (Figure 1). 

19. As per claim 1 5, Kapil et al teach wherein the first agent communicates a plurality of 
messages with the second agent across domains by invoking the send-message service, and 
wherein the system provides a point-of-presence approach to address an interface diversity 
problem (column 8, lines 48-67). 

20. As per claim 16, Kapil et al teach wherein the first agent is required to keep only a 
client-side interface of the first domain coordinator in order to communicate with other agents in 
the first domain (column 1, lines 30-50). 

21 . As per claim 17, Kapil et al teach wherein no other send-message service need be 
registered with the second domain service bus to enable agents external to the first domain to 
communicate with every agent in the first domain (column 8, lines 48-67). 

22. As per claim 18, Kapil et al teach a method for enabling inter-enterprise agent 
communication comprising the steps of: 

a) grouping agents into a first group in a first domain having a first domain 
service bus and grouping agents into a second group in a second domain 
having a second domain service bus (Figure 1, column 3, lines 3-31); 
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b) assigning a coordinator to the agents in the first group (column 3, lines 10-30, 
column 4, lines 29-50); 

c) registering a send-message service of the coordinator with the second domain 
service bus without registering agents in the first group (column 3, lines 10-30, 
column 4, lines 29-50; service providers of different communities 
communicate to achieve messaging without the need for a client in one 
community to register at another community's service provider); 

d) the coordinator receiving messages from the second domain; wherein the 
messages are directed to a one of the agents in the first group (column 4, lines 50- 
55, column 5, lines 37-55); and 

e) the coordinator forwarding the messages to an intended recipient agent; 
wherein the second domain service bus provides inter-enterprise communication 
services between the first domain and the second domain (column 4, lines 50-55, 

column 3, lines 10-31). 

23. As per claim 19, Kaplin et al teach wherein the first domain is disposed in a first 
enterprise and the second is disposed in a second enterprise (column 3, lines 3-8, Figure 1). 

24. As per claim 20, Kaplin et al teach wherein the second domain service bus provides one 
or more of dynamic firewall transversal services, access control services, security services, 
billing services, authentication services, authorization services, or other predefined infrastructure 
services (column 5, lines 37-55). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

25. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

26. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kapil et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,941,345) in view of Chang Liu (hereinafter Liu) "Platform-Independent and Tool- 
Neutral Test Descriptions for Automated Software Testing" , 2000, ACM, pages 713-715. 

27. As per claim 5, Kaplin et al fail to teach a method wherein the service bus is the E-speak 
service bus. 

28. However, Liu teach the use of E-speak technology (Abstract). It would have been 
obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine 
the teachings of Kapil et al and Liu to create a method that uses a bus with E-speak technology 
because doing so would reduce the time and effort to produce e-services with a common 
operating environment in which to conduct business. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Chang et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,974,449). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramsey Refai whose telephone number is (571) 272-3975. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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